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Abstract
Thermoelectric energy conversion is perhaps the most promising of the potential
applications of molecular electronics. Ultimately, it is desirable for this technology to
operate at around room temperature, and it is therefore important to consider the role
of dissipative effects in these conditions. Here, we develop a theory of thermoelectricity
which accounts for the vibrational coupling within the framework of Marcus theory.
We demonstrate that the inclusion of lifetime broadening is necessary in the theoretical
description of this phenomenon. We further show that the Seebeck coefficient and the
power factor decrease with increasing reorganisation energy, and identify the optimal
operating conditions in the case of non-zero reorganisation energy. Finally, with the
aid of DFT calculations, we consider a prototypical fullerene-based molecular junction.
We estimate the maximum power factor that can be obtained in this system, and
confirm that C60 is an excellent candidate for thermoelectric heat-to-energy conversion.
This work provides general guidance that should be followed in order to achieve high-
efficiency molecular thermoelectric materials.
The field of single-molecule electronics, first envisioned over 40 years ago, has been built
on promises of delivering smaller, more efficient and cheaper electronic devices.1 Due to
the significant technological advances in the field, molecular thermoelectric materials in
particular have seen an upsurge in interest in recent years.2–5 It has been demonstrated, for
instance, that quantum interference effects can be used to enhance the thermopower of single-
molecule junctions.6–9 Furthermore, it has been shown how the molecular Seebeck coefficient
can be tuned by varying the external environmental conditions.10 Particularly encouraging,
however, are the recent groundbreaking studies which achieved electrostatic control of ther-
moelectric single-molecule junctions, and consequently relatively large thermoelectric power
factors (which quantify the amount of energy that can be generated from a given temperature
difference between the leads).11,12 Not only do these investigations open the door towards
practical applications of molecular electronics but they also enable the exploration of the
fundamental physics behind the thermoelectric energy conversion in nanoscale molecular
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devices.
The role of dissipative phenomena stemming from the electron-vibrational interactions
in the molecular thermoelectric response is typically ignored when modelling experimental
data.11–13 However, as we will show here, these environmental interactions can have a tremen-
dous effect on the molecular thermopower. Our focus shall be the high-temperature ther-
moelectric behaviour of weakly coupled molecular junctions. In these conditions, one may
expect to reach the regime of validity of Marcus description of the electron-vibrational inter-
actions.14–16 Therein, the nuclear motion is treated classically, and the electron-vibrational
coupling is accounted for by a single parameter: the reorganisation energy, λ (see SI for
further discussion). Within this framework, the (near-)resonant charge transport is usu-
ally described by the Marcus-Hush-Chidsey theory17–21 which has been successfully used to
account for experimental charge transport measurements on single-molecule junctions.22–24
Marcus-Hush-Chidsey theory treats the overall transport as a series of electron transfers
occurring at the source and drain electrodes with the electron hopping on (γl) and off (γ¯l)
rates given by (see for instance Ref. 25 for derivation):
γl = 2 Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
fl()K+() ; (1)
γ¯l = 2 Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
[1− fl()]K−() , (2)
where fl() = (exp[(−µl)/kBTl] + 1)−1, µl is the chemical potential, and Tl is the electronic
temperature of the lead l. Γl = 2pi|Vl|2%l where Vl is the molecule-lead coupling strength,
and %l the constant density of states in the lead l (wide-band approximation). The energy
dependent hopping rates are:
K±() =
√
pi
4λkBTph
exp
(
− [λ∓ (− ε¯0)]
2
4λkBTph
)
. (3)
In the above, λ is the Marcus reorganisation energy, and Tph is the temperature of the
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phononic (vibrational) environment of the molecular energy level in question.
As discussed above, the position of the molecular level, ε¯0, can be controlled by applying
the gate potential Vg via ε¯0 = −|e|Vg, where for simplicity we have set the zero-gate position
of the molecular level to zero (and taken the lever-arm of 1).
In this Letter, we address the following questions: (i) Can Marcus-Hush-Chidsey theory
be used to describe the thermoelectric effect in molecular junctions and, if not, how can this
be remedied? (ii) What is the optimal parameter regime, in terms of reorganisation energy
and lifetime broadening, for an efficient thermoelectric energy conversion? (iii) What power
factors can be reached with realistic molecular systems?
To address the above questions we study a model molecular junction, and assume that
the molecular structure possesses a single electronic energy level close to the Fermi energy
of the unbiased leads. The overall system is found in a non-equilibrium steady-state owing
to slow electronic relaxation. The electron population on the molecular system can be easily
determined using the quantum master equation yielding the current:25
I =
e
h¯
γLγ¯R − γRγ¯L
γL + γR + γ¯L + γ¯R
. (4)
Each of the leads has its own temperature Tl where l = L,R. For convenience, we set TR = T
and TL = T + ∆T . In this work, we are interested in the linear response regime where
∆T ≡ (TL − TR) → 0. While, in principle, the phononic temperature Tph can be different
than the electronic temperature of the leads, here we set Tph = T (which is consistent with
the limit ∆T → 0). Furthermore, as usual for the Marcus description of electron transfer, we
assume that the vibrational environment is found in thermal equilibrium at all times. Once
again, this assumption is consistent with the limit of vanishing ∆T . We note, however, that
non-equilibrium vibrational effects may play an important role for large ∆T , and the above
assumption therefore constitutes a limitation of our theoretical approach (and Marcus-type
approaches in general).
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The temperature difference between the two electrodes induces a thermal current, the
sign and magnitude of which depends on the position of the molecular energy level (ε¯0).
Under open-circuit conditions, a thermal voltage Vth is established such as to nullify the
thermal current flowing through the junction. The main quantity of interest is the Seebeck
coefficient which is defined, in the linear response regime and for vanishing ∆T , in terms of
the open-circuit voltage drop across the junction as:
S = − lim
∆T→0
Vth
∆T
∣∣∣∣
I=0
. (5)
Following the seminal work of Beenakker and Staring,26 we note that in the linear regime
the current can be expanded as:
I = GV +Gth∆T + ... (6)
and therefore the Seebeck coefficient is given by: S = Gth/G. G and Gth can be obtained by
expanding the rates γL and γ¯L to the first order in V and ∆T : γL = γ
(0)
L +γ
(V )
L V +γ
(∆T )
L ∆T ,
(and equivalently for γ¯L) and inserting them into Eq. (4). We obtain:
Gth =
γ
(∆T )
L γ¯R − γ¯(∆T )L γR
γ
(0)
L + γR + γ¯
(0)
L + γ¯R
; (7)
G =
γ
(V )
L γ¯R − γ¯(V )L γR
γ
(0)
L + γR + γ¯
(0)
L + γ¯R
, (8)
and consequently
S =
γ
(∆T )
L γ¯R − γ¯(∆T )L γR
γ
(V )
L γ¯R − γ¯(V )L γR
. (9)
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Finally,
γ
(∆T )
l = 2Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
f ′l ()
(
− 
T
)
K+() (10)
γ¯
(∆T )
l = 2Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
f ′l ()
( 
T
)
K−() (11)
γ
(V )
l = 2Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
f ′l () (−K+()) (12)
γ¯
(V )
l = 2Γl
∫ ∞
−∞
d
2pi
f ′l () (K−()) . (13)
The alternative to using the above expressions is numerically finding the potential dif-
ference V which nullifies the current in Eq. (4) for a given ∆T (and confirming the linear
relationship between V and ∆T as ∆T → 0). Both of these methods yield identical values
of S.
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Figure 1: Seebeck coefficient as a function of the gate voltage for λ = 0.1 eV and Γ = 5 meV
at T = 300 K obtained using the Marcus-Hush-Chidsey theory, Landauer-Bu¨ttiker approach,
and the method introduced here. Inset: a schematic of the system studied here.
We begin by evaluating the Seebeck coefficient using Marcus-Hush-Chidsey (MHC) the-
ory, as well as Landauer-Bu¨ttiker (LB) approach which does not account for the electron-
vibrational coupling. We consider a symmetrically coupled energy level, ΓL = ΓR = 5 meV,
with the reorganisation energy λ = 100 meV. As can be seen in Fig. 1, in agreement with
previous attempts,27 MHC theory yields an unphysical description of the thermoelectric ef-
fect. The Seebeck coefficient increases almost linearly as the position of the molecular energy
level is shifted away from the resonance reaching virtually limitless values for large Vg. Fur-
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thermore, as it can be readily inferred from Eq. (9), the Seebeck coefficient is independent
of the strength of the molecule-lead coupling. Both of these shortcomings are characteristic
of approaches perturbative in molecule-lead interactions, and stem from the lack of lifetime
broadening in these descriptions.27,28
As we have recently shown,25 lifetime broadening can be incorporated in the Marcus
description of charge transport by replacing the rates in Eq. (3) with:
K±() = Re
[√
pi
4λkBTph
exp
(
(Γ− iν±)2
4λkBTph
)
× erfc
(
Γ− iν±√
4λkBTph
)]
, (14)
where ν± = λ ∓ ( − ε0), Γ = (ΓL + ΓR)/2 is the lifetime broadening, and erfc(x) denotes
the complementary error function. Notably, as we have previously discussed, by setting
Γ = 0 one trivially recovers MHC theory, while setting λ → 0 together with Eq. (4) yields
the Landauer-Bu¨ttiker approach for a single non-interacting level.25 Our approach recovers
the physical behaviour of the Seebeck coefficient, see Fig. 1. Near the resonance it is in
an agreement with Marcus-Hush-Chidsey theory, and slowly converges to the LB approach
at large gate voltages. This approach can be straightforwardly generalised to go beyond
the Marcus-type description of the vibrational environment. This can be done simply by
replacing the energy-dependent rates K±() with expressions from Ref. 25, see SI for details.
Doing so, however, requires the detailed knowledge of phononic spectral density. In the SI
we further benchmark the Marcus approach used here against its generalisation. We find
that, as expected, the two methods are in agreement in the case of coupling to relatively low-
frequency modes, i.e. when the high-temperature assumption of Marcus theory is justified.
We move to the second point raised at the beginning of this work. In Fig. 2, we plot
the zero-bias conductance G, the Seebeck coefficient S, and the power factor GS2 for differ-
ent values of the reorganisation energy. Both the conductance and the Seebeck coefficient
decrease with increasing λ, which can be understood as follows: The zero-bias conductance
generally decreases with increasing strength of the electron-vibrational coupling due to re-
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duced Franck-Condon overlap for the ground-state-to-ground-state transition.29 This is also
true within the Marcus picture. The trend of the Seebeck coefficient can, on the other hand,
be explained by the fact that the reorganisation energy acts as a source of broadening of
the energy-dependent hopping rates in Eq. (14) (analogously to what is qualitatively pre-
dicted by the Mott formula30). As a consequence of the above trends, the power factor
decays very rapidly with λ, Fig. 2(c). As we demonstrate in the SI, qualitatively similar be-
haviour can be obtained when modelling the environmental interactions using a dephasing
approach within the non-equilibrium Green function formalism.31–33 In practical realisations
of single-molecule thermoelectric materials one should, therefore, strive to minimise the envi-
ronmental vibrational coupling. Examples of systems attractive in this context (i.e. with low
reorganisation energy) include the C60 fullerene (vide infra), as well as certain polyaromatic
hydrocarbons such as pentacene or graphene nanoribbons.34 Notably, molecular structures
with low reorganisation energy are also of fundamental interest in optoelectronic materials
and organic field-effect transistors.
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Figure 2: (a) Zero-bias conductance G, (b) Seebeck coefficient S, and (c) Power factor
GS2 as a function of the gate voltage with Γ = 10 meV, and for various values of the
reorganisation energy, λ. (d) Maximum power factor as a function of lifetime broadening Γ,
and the reorganisation energy λ. T = 300 K throughout.
Given that a certain reorganisation energy is intrinsic to a considered system what value
of lifetime broadening Γ is optimal for an efficient heat-to-energy conversion? Generally
speaking, the molecular conductance increases with Γ, while the Seebeck coefficient follows
the opposite trend. Consequently, the power factor reaches a maximum for a certain value
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of Γ. It is well known that, in the absence of electron-vibrational coupling and for a single-
level molecular system, the optimum is achieved for Γ ∼ 1.1kBT .12 In Fig. 2(d) we plot the
maximum power factor that can be achieved for given λ and Γ. As can be seen in Fig. 2,
the electron-vibrational coupling has a more detrimental effect on the zero-bias conductance
than on the Seebeck coefficient. Consequently, for a non-zero reorganisation energy, the
power factor GS2 reaches the maximum at larger values of Γ as compared to the λ = 0
case. The electron-vibrational interactions should, therefore, be taken into account when
designing the optimal junction geometry.
We next estimate the maximum power factor that can be obtained for a prototypical C60
fullerene-based junction,11,35 schematically shown in Fig. 3(a). The relevant value of λ is
half of the reorganisation energy for the corresponding self-exchange reaction:36
λ =
1
2
[E−(Q0)− E−(Q−) + E0(Q−)− E0(Q0)] , (15)
where E−(Q−) is the total energy of C−60 in its equilibrium geometry, and E−(Q0) is the total
energy of the negatively charged C60 in the equilibrium geometry of the neutral species, and
equivalently for E0(Q0) and E0(Q−). The calculation in Gaussian 09 with B3LYP functional
and the 6-31G(d,p) basis set37 yields the value of the reorganisation energy of λ = 67 meV.
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Figure 3: (a) Schematic illustration of a C60-based molecular junction. (b) The power factor
GS2 as a function of the gate voltage calculated for: Landauer-Bu¨ttiker limit (n = 1, λ = 0);
no electronic degeneracy (n = 1, λ = 67 meV); C60-based molecular junction (n = 6, λ = 67
meV). Γ = 10 meV. (c) The power factor calculated for the C60-based molecular junction in
the presence of symmetry breaking at Γ = 5 meV. ∆ε1 and ∆ε2 are the energies of the excited
LUMO levels above the ground-state of the N + 1 charge state. T = 300 K throughout.
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Furthermore, departing from conventional approaches, we note that the LUMO level
of the C60 fullerene is three-fold spatially-degenerate, and thus has the overall degeneracy
of n = 6. This means that for the charge transition studied herein (between a singly-
degenerate ground-state of N charge state and six-fold degenerate ground-state of N + 1
charge state), the electron hopping onto the molecule is six times as likely as it would have
been in the absence of this degeneracy. As we show in the SI, the Seebeck coefficient is
unaffected by the degeneracy of the level involved in the charge transport. On the other
hand, the conductance increases with increasing n, and the position of the conductance
peak shifts towards the more negative gate voltage, see SI.38 Due to these two effects, the
power factor increases as the degeneracy of the considered level is increased, see Fig. 3(b).
Highly symmetric molecular structures, such as C60, are therefore very attractive candidates
for an efficient thermoelectric heat-to-energy conversion. Furthermore, in Fig. S4 in the SI
we repeat the calculation from Fig. 2(d) and plot the maximum power factor that can be
obtained for the fullerene-based junction (accounting for both the reorganisation energy and
the six-fold degeneracy of the LUMO level) as a function of the lifetime broadening Γ. We
estimate that, at T = 300 K, the maximum value of the power factor that can be achieved
for this system is (GS2)max ≈ 120 fW K−2 (although we note that deviations from the
Marcus description of environmental interactions can result in more efficient thermoelectric
energy conversion, see SI). For comparison, within the Landauer-Bu¨ttiker treatment the
maximum power factor (for a singly-degenerate electronic level not coupled to a vibrational
environment) is (GS2)max ≈ 135 fW K−2. The high degeneracy of the LUMO level of the C60
molecule can therefore, at least partially, offset the detrimental effects of the environmental
interactions, as can also be seen in Fig. 3(b). We note however that populating the spatially
degenerate electronic states can give rise to Jahn-Teller (JT) distortion.39 The effect of JT
distortion on the thermoelectric energy conversion is beyond the scope of this work – this
issue will be addressed in the future. Furthermore, in the SI, we study the deviation of
the thermal voltage from the linear-response behaviour considered here. We show that only
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relatively small deviations of Vth from the linear response can be observed for experimentally-
relevant temperature differences between the leads.
Deposition of a fullerene molecule into a junction, or its chemical functionalisation,12,40
can result in some degree of symmetry breaking. This will split the otherwise degenerate
LUMO levels, and can be expected to decrease the conductance of the junction, and thus
have an adverse effect on the power factor. In Fig. 3(c) we show the maximum power
factor that can be obtained for the fullerene-based junction in the presence of symmetry
breaking for relatively weak molecule-lead coupling: Γ = 5 meV. Therein, the otherwise
triply spatially-degenerate states of the N + 1 charge state are split with the two higher
energy levels lying ∆ε1 and ∆ε2 above the ground-state. We assume that the reorganisation
energy remains unchanged in the presence of this symmetry breaking, and assume a lack of
interference between these three pathways, see SI for details of the calculation. As shown in
Fig. 3(c), we find that the performance of the studied molecular junction is largely unaffected
by the symmetry breaking as long as the energy splittings are smaller than the thermal (or in
principle also the lifetime) broadening. As the result, the performance of a fullerene-based
thermoelectric junction is robust to relatively small symmetry breaking (for instance one
that may occur due to non-covalent interactions with the metallic electrodes) at T = 300
K. On the other hand, the chemical functionalisation of the fullerene core (of the type
performed in experimental studies of Refs. 12, 40) can induce considerable splitting of the
otherwise triply-degenerate LUMO level, see SI. Such structures are therefore significantly
less attractive candidates for an efficient thermoelectric energy conversion.
In summary, we have shown that due to the absence of lifetime broadening Marcus-Hush-
Chidsey theory cannot be used to describe the thermoelectric effect in molecular junctions.
Instead, we have formulated an intuitive and relatively simple approach, still in the spirit
of Marcus theory, which allows us to capture the effects of electron-vibrational coupling in
the thermoelectric heat-to-energy conversion. Notably, in contrast to the Landauer-Bu¨ttiker
formalism, our approach further allows for an easy inclusion of the degeneracy of the relevant
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energy levels.
Using our novel approach, we have demonstrated that the vibrational coupling (non-zero
λ) has a detrimental effect on both the electronic conductance and the Seebeck coefficient.
Consequently, we have shown that molecular systems with small reorganisation energy and
of high symmetry, such as the C60 fullerene, should be used to achieve high thermoelectric
power factors. Our work further suggests that one should strive to minimise the environ-
mental (outer-sphere) vibrational coupling by resorting to an appropriate device geometry.
Furthermore, the electron-vibrational interactions also need to be considered when optimis-
ing the molecule-lead coupling strengths. Finally, our work provides a general framework
for describing the behaviour of high-temperature molecular thermoelectric materials, and
should prove valuable in the future development of efficient molecular technologies.
Supporting Information Available
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results, and further discussion.
Acknowledgement
The authors thank Pascal Gehring for useful discussions. J.K.S. thanks the Clarendon Fund,
Hertford College and EPSRC for financial support. E.M.G. acknowledges funding from the
Royal Society of Edinburgh and the Scottish Government, J.A.M. acknowledges funding
from the Royal Academy of Engineering. The authors would like to acknowledge the use of
the University of Oxford Advanced Research Computing (ARC) facility in carrying out this
work. http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.22558
12
References
(1) Aviram, A.; Ratner, M. A. Molecular rectifiers. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1974, 29, 277–283.
(2) Reddy, P.; Jang, S.-Y.; Segalman, R. A.; Majumdar, A. Thermoelectricity in molecular
junctions. Science 2007, 315, 1568–1571.
(3) Cui, L.; Miao, R.; Jiang, C.; Meyhofer, E.; Reddy, P. Perspective: Thermal and ther-
moelectric transport in molecular junctions. J. Chem. Phys. 2017, 146, 092201.
(4) Dubi, Y.; Di Ventra, M. Colloquium: Heat flow and thermoelectricity in atomic and
molecular junctions. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2011, 83, 131.
(5) Galperin, M.; Nitzan, A.; Ratner, M. A. Inelastic effects in molecular junction transport:
scattering and self-consistent calculations for the Seebeck coefficient. Mol. Phys. 2008,
106, 397–404.
(6) Miao, R.; Xu, H.; Skripnik, M.; Cui, L.; Wang, K.; Pedersen, K. G. L.; Leijnse, M.;
Pauly, F.; Wrnmark, K.; Meyhofer, E. et al. Influence of quantum interference on the
thermoelectric properties of molecular junctions. Nano Letters 2018, 18, 5666–5672.
(7) Bergfield, J. P.; Solis, M. A.; Stafford, C. A. Giant thermoelectric effect from transmis-
sion supernodes. ACS Nano 2010, 4, 5314–5320.
(8) Karlstro¨m, O.; Linke, H.; Karlstro¨m, G.; Wacker, A. Increasing thermoelectric perfor-
mance using coherent transport. Phys. Rev. B 2011, 84, 113415.
(9) Finch, C. M.; Garcia-Suarez, V. M.; Lambert, C. J. Giant thermopower and figure of
merit in single-molecule devices. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 79, 033405.
(10) Rinco´n-Garc´ıa, L.; Ismael, A. K.; Evangeli, C.; Grace, I.; Rubio-Bollinger, G.;
Porfyrakis, K.; Agra¨ıt, N.; Lambert, C. J. Molecular design and control of fullerene-
based bi-thermoelectric materials. Nat. Mater. 2016, 15, 289.
13
(11) Kim, Y.; Jeong, W.; Kim, K.; Lee, W.; Reddy, P. Electrostatic control of thermoelec-
tricity in molecular junctions. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2014, 9, 881.
(12) Gehring, P.; Harzheim, A.; Spice, J.; Sheng, Y.; Rogers, G.; Evangeli, C.; Mishra, A.;
Robinson, B. J.; Porfyrakis, K.; Warner, J. H. et al. Field-effect control of graphene–
fullerene thermoelectric nanodevices. Nano Lett. 2017, 17, 7055–7061.
(13) Dubi, Y. Possible origin of thermoelectric response fluctuations in single-molecule junc-
tions. New J. Phys. 2013, 15, 105004.
(14) Marcus, R. A. On the theory of oxidation-reduction reactions involving electron trans-
fer. I. J. Chem. Phys. 1956, 24, 966–978.
(15) Marcus, R. A.; Sutin, N. Electron transfers in chemistry and biology. Biochim. Biophys.
Acta 1985, 811, 265–322.
(16) Nitzan, A. Chemical dynamics in condensed phases: relaxation, transfer and reactions
in condensed molecular systems ; Oxford University Press: Oxford, U.K., 2006.
(17) Chidsey, C. E. Free energy and temperature dependence of electron transfer at the
metal-electrolyte interface. Science 1991, 251, 919–922.
(18) Zhang, J.; Kuznetsov, A. M.; Medvedev, I. G.; Chi, Q.; Albrecht, T.; Jensen, P. S.;
Ulstrup, J. Single-molecule electron transfer in electrochemical environments. Chem.
Rev. 2008, 108, 2737–2791.
(19) Migliore, A.; Nitzan, A. Nonlinear charge transport in redox molecular junctions: A
Marcus perspective. ACS Nano 2011, 5, 6669–6685.
(20) Bevan, K. H.; Hossain, M. S.; Iqbal, A.; Wang, Z. Exploring bridges between quantum
transport and electrochemistry. I. J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 120, 179–187.
14
(21) Migliore, A.; Schiff, P.; Nitzan, A. On the relationship between molecular state and
single electron pictures in simple electrochemical junctions. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
2012, 14, 13746–13753.
(22) Jia, C.; Migliore, A.; Xin, N.; Huang, S.; Wang, J.; Yang, Q.; Wang, S.; Chen, H.;
Wang, D.; Feng, B. et al. Covalently bonded single-molecule junctions with stable and
reversible photoswitched conductivity. Science 2016, 352, 1443–1445.
(23) Migliore, A.; Nitzan, A. Irreversibility and hysteresis in redox molecular conduction
junctions. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 9420–9432.
(24) Yuan, L.; Wang, L.; Garrigues, A. R.; Jiang, L.; Annadata, H. V.; Antonana, M. A.;
Barco, E.; Nijhuis, C. A. Transition from direct to inverted charge transport Marcus
regions in molecular junctions via molecular orbital gating. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2018,
13, 322.
(25) Sowa, J. K.; Mol, J. A.; Briggs, G. A. D.; Gauger, E. M. Beyond Marcus theory and
the Landauer-Bu¨ttiker approach in molecular junctions: A unified framework. J. Chem.
Phys. 2018, 149, 154112.
(26) Beenakker, C. W. J.; Staring, A. A. M. Theory of the thermopower of a quantum dot.
Phys. Rev. B 1992, 46, 9667.
(27) Craven, G. T.; Nitzan, A. Electron transfer at thermally heterogeneous molecule-metal
interfaces. J. Chem. Phys. 2017, 146, 092305.
(28) Koch, J.; von Oppen, F.; Oreg, Y.; Sela, E. Thermopower of single-molecule devices.
Phys. Rev. B 2004, 70, 195107.
(29) Koch, J.; von Oppen, F. Franck-Condon blockade and giant Fano factors in transport
through single molecules. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 94, 206804.
15
(30) Lunde, A. M.; Flensberg, K. On the Mott formula for the thermopower of non-
interacting electrons in quantum point contacts. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2005,
17, 3879.
(31) Bihary, Z.; Ratner, M. A. Dephasing effects in molecular junction conduction: An
analytical treatment. Phys. Rev. B 2005, 72, 115439.
(32) Penazzi, G.; Pecchia, A.; Gupta, V.; Frauenheim, T. A self energy model of dephasing
in molecular junctions. J. Phys. Chem. C 2016, 120, 16383–16392.
(33) Cresti, A.; Grosso, G.; Pastori Parravicini, G. Electronic conductance of one-
dimensional chains with phonon dephasing disorder. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2006,
18, 10059.
(34) Sancho-Garc´ıa, J. C.; Pe´rez-Jime´nez, A. J. Charge-transport properties of prototype
molecular materials for organic electronics based on graphene nanoribbons. Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys. 2009, 11, 2741–2746.
(35) Evangeli, C.; Gillemot, K.; Leary, E.; Gonzalez, M. T.; Rubio-Bollinger, G.; Lam-
bert, C. J.; Agra¨ıt, N. Engineering the thermopower of C60 molecular junctions. Nano
Lett. 2013, 13, 2141–2145.
(36) Nelsen, S. F.; Blackstock, S. C.; Kim, Y. Estimation of inner shell Marcus terms for
amino nitrogen compounds by molecular orbital calculations. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1987,
109, 677–682.
(37) Frisch, M. J.; Trucks, G. W.; Schlegel, H. B.; Scuseria, G. E.; Robb, M. A.; Cheese-
man, J. R.; Scalmani, G.; Barone, V.; Mennucci, B.; Petersson, G. A. et al. Gaussian09.
Gaussian Inc. Wallingford CT 2009.
(38) Beenakker, C. W. J. Theory of Coulomb-blockade oscillations in the conductance of a
quantum dot. Phys. Rev. B 1991, 44, 1646.
16
(39) Sowa, J. K.; Mol, J. A.; Briggs, G. A. D.; Gauger, E. M. Spiro-conjugated molecular
junctions: Between Jahn–Teller distortion and destructive quantum interference. J.
Phys. Chem. Lett. 2018, 9, 1859–1865.
(40) Lau, C. S.; Sadeghi, H.; Rogers, G.; Sangtarash, S.; Dallas, P.; Porfyrakis, K.;
Warner, J.; Lambert, C. J.; Briggs, G. A. D.; Mol, J. A. Redox-dependent Franck–
Condon blockade and avalanche transport in a graphene–fullerene single-molecule tran-
sistor. Nano Lett. 2015, 16, 170–176.
17
